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At special dosed ^session OQ&S/OG Beceabep 2?*-'&tpity--'8ader Secretary 

Johnson aade informal, off -the-record report en status HT talks «ith Soviets 

over Cuban crisis* Following are highlights* *p«rs 

asking ggesaaei protocol 
lo Soviets started oat /^*^BAa±s«2sa352ffi«aa^-«r: other faraal docuHcnt 

between U3-8SSB-Cubfi and adhered to by other QA3 raabers sal31ng for endorse^ 

sent Castro*s> five points and QDOTS noasalisatfcian $8<$&2B relations rest of 

? lieHisphere with Cabav- Tfcejr inslste*! grooad^lBspeeUo^r in Cuba should be 

r reciprocated by inspection tfS and ot&er C&ribb$&n^Cttrat7ies* 

2o US has been guided in negotiations \& these principles? (a) 

until terns Sesnedv^Sarushehev exchange relating inspection in Cuba and future 

further assurances 

±s%& safeguards are set question /noa-dsvasi does sot arises (b) 

aggressive acts Castro regiae satter great concern all Aaeriean Republics 

and any agreement sust also cover this probleif • (o) ¥® have not and do not 

without prior consultation with them nor our 

intend discuss any cssaitsaeat involving other OlSTisefflbers/ea affecting /Rio 

assurances 
Treaty obligations}, (d) on nature non-invasion/p&aigffi we cannot go beyond 

Presidsat^s^^tate^nt ®ov 20 news conference^ W w© avoiding any agreement 

- recorgnize have valid 

which.^suld/^ig Soviet s/'o^sis^^^^^^gg right to voice in hemispheric 
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3o Kennedy-Khrushchev exchange covered offensive secapans but net Soviet grcsmd 

fully 

forces in Cuba. At time we did not /appreciate extent thee* forces*. S#e hope removal 
offensive weapons will alee r«SQlt-4reaoval troops, wWia framework of guiding 
principles we trying tiraw line which will facilitate their ressoval* Cannot report 
such prcgresso '-• '- *?&* *»- 

4. after negotiations with Soviets ternlnated Castro paroblea will still raaaino 
Cannot say this juncture what eu* views will be on what «he«id be done? but we 
certainly will consult QARs* 

5<> 0AS posture daring' this serious crisis has been major factor in achieving 
relatively favorable' cratcesMu •■ ~- " 

In response questions 7 Johnsesi aide following additional points: 
'lit- Basis for our seeking resaeval Soviet ground forces ares (a) raaoval 
^KeaaS^ weapons aakfes: tfe&r presesee to defend those weapons no Ixsb&gsp • saeoesaary % 
<b) removal weald be &slf>fal 8S-C55S relations. We desLr©< give Soviets «asy way 
«xt«n reaoval. 'J^z^-.f? ■•-•. ^' : 

2o Soviet grouad fercssr estiaated 12 to 15 thousand, seen in wsll=organised 
and equipped units located, in spsdsl encaapsents of their own* ¥e can only 
r^ecul&te as to role. «■"--■*>-. 

3« We prefer "to leave dosr-epen for Soviets to wltfestraar troops and not sake "^J 
£$s&BLlo issue of It this tiae or consider measures- which G$g$/OC si^ht take regarding 
.^s^a^BU^^^in «^(%^s^t^^^awnV 1^ea,we aart..$9Qf&t.efr ^ ©r*at*do 

©asperisBce sos© «&»;«^.^^^^&n doing 
«tth Soviets coattau©. gevsrttisiiss 
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